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Q onm:e~§.i£ntl. S~ tuation 

The_ }!1n;ite: The timo of immediate danger has arrived. Based upon 
intimations of the Senate Majorlty Lerder, ne had estimated that tho fight for 
the FZFC bill ;-,ould co1:s1une at L~ast throe Ymeks on the calc n:iar of the Snnate~ 
We recognized the se:.-ious possibility that opponents of FE:X TToulri seek to dis• 
place it on the cale~nar by the L'.undt-:rixo~ bill. D,.Nelop1ncnts of' the last fer, 
days indicate tl.e irnmudi-ite daneor. 

On 1:3.y 9 tho Seratc order of b11sincss vms n motion to take up tho F".lFC 
bill. The !'ollorring day a movo to displace tho FEFC motion by a notion to take 
up the President 1s reorg-,mizntion plan to eliminate the j.nuopondont office of 
General Counnel to th:J National Labor Rclf'tions Board uar carried by a vote of 
53 to 220 It is obvious that a similar move might be mnde to take ur the r.~undt­
Nixon bill, if the f o"ces backi!.g tho FEPC bill fail, in the days inuuediatoly 
ahead, to bring sufficient pres::ure upon tho Senato to prevent this, 

More serious, houcvor, is the plnn of the Senate ?Jajority Lender to 
abandon the fight on I.by 18, if 60 votes for cloture ere not obtained on that 
day. The best prosent estimn.te of tho aYc.ilablc votes for cloture is 54 or less. 
Thus tho FEPC f ic;ht, r1hich \IC.S expc ctcd to con sumo o.t least three uoeks, may end 
in less than one week (considering the time tc.!,en out for the National Lo.bor 
Rol"<tions Bo'J.rd roorgo.nizution discussion). Accordingly, \7hother \70 have tho 
roquisito tine to !llobilizo sufficiort opposition to defo".t the hundt-Nixon bill, 
nill dopcnd in lar~e U1ea:mr0 upon the effective strength brought to bear by tho 
pro-FEFC forces botr:ocn nor, nnd r,~y 18. 

Either on Mny Z2 or 29, or both dGys, tho motion to recommit tho r.Iundt 
bill to tho Senato Judiciary Committee uill be rcneucd. Senator Lrulger 1s motion 
for recoillf.litto.l ,~as dcfrotcd April 10 by n 7-6 vote. The committee nornally meets 
each Monda:.,·, nnJ a no;·, motion to recommit cnn be made \7h0nover ono additional 
Senator is prepared to support it, Ho•;;ever, Senators Langor and Magnuson r1ill 
be out of to·:m until tho !!D.y 22 session. Democratic Senator 0 1Conor of ?.nryland 
is expected to leovc for Europe after tho Mny 29 meeting. He has consistently 
supported the fJundt bill, but there arc indications h~ may ho subject to pressure 
from other Democratic Senators to vote to recommit the bill. Lfor•.rland delegations 
should seek every opportunity to persuade hir.1 to do so before he goos abroad. 
Citizens of other statJs nhose Senators arc De~ocrntic, and aro believed to have 
reservnt:i.t.,hs against tho !.:undt bill, should immodint::lly urge those Senators to 
speak to ~7Conor. Senators should be reminded of tho position of the Adru.ni3tra• 
tion on the ?Jundt- 'Jixon bill, roflcctod in the Justice D, p11rtr.1cnt I a letter r.crch 
21 to tho Un-Amcriccn Activities Cor.m1ittec, uhich suid th ... 'hill uas not needed 
or Jcsircd at this timo. (See Action Bulletin #3). Our efforts prcasing for 
rccommittnl must have reo.l force., fror.i no·.1 until ~.hy 29th. 

Tho House: Hoa.rings bofore the House Conrnittec on Un-American Activities 
wore rcsU!'lOd i.Ja~• 2 for three days. Thuy \lore suspended :,ay 4 aft or six additional 
uitnes~cs, all hostile to the bill, h~d been heard, Tho Un-American Activitios 
Committee is not expected to schedule any more hearings for 2 or 3 \tocks, during 
tho absence of Chain:ia.~ Jood. 

All organizo.tions that have not yot ackcd for tirao to testify should 
uirc their roquest at once to Rep, Francis E. ~, ... ltt r of Pennsyl wni.'.l, tho acting 
chairr.on. A duplic11to ,·ire should go to your O\,'Tl Congrcssnnn, as;r..ing his assis­
tance in obtaining n chance to testify in person !lgcinst the bill. Those 
organizations uhich have clrcady asked for tioo but have not received a reply 
should follo,,-, a similar procedure. 

Tcstifyi.."'lg ago.inst tho bill last ·;1cek uero the Notional Inr,yers Guild, 
National Associntion for tho Adv~nccnent of Colored Pooplc, Cor.u:runist Porty, 
Socic.list Party, :/oncn 1s·Intern~tionnl Loaguo for Pence ..!nj Freedom, and the 
Amcirican Fcd0ration for Aid to Polish Je·,75• The appendix to the statenxmt sub­
mitted by tho latter group is rogarded as so important that it is enclos~d in its 
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entirety hercr,ith. The point re.bod by this orgnn$,zution 1 that the Mundt-Nixon 
bill is aplaying politics Tiith reliof funds,• ia on extremely bnsie one, not 
sufficiently emphosizod ho rot of oro. Tho threat of tho Llundt-Nixon bili to such 
agencies ns tho Intornntiopnl Red Cross, tho Quo.kors, and all church groups 
uhich engage in charitable missionary uork overseas, shoufq be stressed in your 
npponl to many churches anQ other organiint!ons you have not yet rcoohed in 
local activity to dofcnt the Mundt bill. 

Field Activiti 

NgiJ York: A ~cries of delegations visited Dcr.iocratio Senator Horbert 
H. Lohman nnd Rcpublicnn &:motor Irving M. Ives during tho past tr;o months. 
Both Senators ooro originally noncom.~ittal, but Scnntor Lehman is nou tolling 
constituents ho uill oppose the Mundt bill. Ch April Z7, ~ delegation fron tho 
Flatbush Citizens Committee asked Scnutor Ives tQ state his position. Tho 
influential Ne,, York Senator authorizod relenso of the foUO\·:ing statement, 
"I rms strongly opposed to the i,Iundt-Nixon bill of 1948, Furthornore, I on 
opposed to uny bill of identical nnturc ••• If I find that this bill contains the 
objectionable features contained in tho 1.iundt-Nixon bill of 1948, I sho.11 bo 
against it.n The NeP York Committee to Defont tho Mundt Bill lists tho follou• 
ing New York Congressmen as cotnr.titted against the Mundt-Uixon bill: Reps. 
Coller, Dollinger, Klein, !llultcr, Poooll and Roosevelt (Democrats), and 
;,hrcantonio (A.L.P.) 

Montanac Governor John ~7. Bonner of l-iontuna became the first Governor 
this year to publicly oppose the Mundt-Nixon bill. In letters to President 
Trumn nnd the Montana Congressional delegation, he urged the bill's dcfont as 
a measure \"thich "substantially curtails civil rights guara.ntcod every American 
by the Constitution~" The lotter ~:a.s also signed by the .Montana Secrotnr; of 
State, tho Montana Attorney Genor::i.11 the speaker of the State legislature, and 
other high Montana officials. It vrcs circulated by Montana opponents of tho 
I.lundt bill ns nn open lctt-cr, nnd other citizens of tho stnto :;ore urged to 
join Gov. Bonner in r1riting their Congressman in "17ashington. 

Color,Ad9l On April 21, Governor Walter Johnson uroto tho Colorado 
Congressional dclcgntion: •r nm deeply concornod that tho offoot of tho Mundt 
bill may t\Il,dcrmino tho right of free speech and free thought, and .,ould 
indirectly accomplish tho destruction of nny proscribed organization by lnying 
its members opon to intimidation and persecution. I ~rge you to do everything 
posstble to defeat tho 1·?undt bill under its present provisions." The Colorodo 
Committee to Defeat the Hundt Bill reports o. delegation discussed tho bill nith 
Rep. Carroll (Dem.) r1ho issued no officinl statement but indicated he r1ould 
oppose tho bilJ. in the House._ 

,tssgchµsctts, Approximately 150 faculty mcnbcrs of Amherst College,. 
Smith College, Mt. Holyoke College ond tho University of Massachusetts, la.st 
month signed i petition against the Mundt-Nixon bill circulated by tho Amherst 
Committee of the Civil Liberties Union of Masso.chusotts. The petition ws 
formi.rded by tho Nationnl Committee to Defeat tho Hundt Bill to the Massachusetts 
Congressional dologntion,. at tho Amhors~ Conrnitteols request •. It brought the 
follouing replies. Rep. Philbin (Dem.), April 21: nr O.I!l vigorously opposed to 
the principles presently contained in tho lt.uldt-Nixon bill. I a.m opposed to o.11 
logislntion of this chnrnctor r1hich seeks h;{ governmental decree to strip f-roe 
Amoricnn citizens of their rights under the Constitution." Rep. ~cselton (Dom.}~ 
Mo.y 8: "Unless this bill eliminates t.hc objections ,1hich I had to the so-called 
Nixon bill of 1949, 11hich I opposed and voted against, I ~ould certainly not 
ondorso this logisl-:-~tion. n 

Listod above arc some of the highlights of activity reported from 
mnny Stat.cs. In each cu.so, sto.temonts by members of Congress arc the product of" 
a long, dny-to.-day campaign r,hich only boro fruit after tho legislator had heard 
from o number of his constituents. There is no substitute for the hard ·.70rk of 
explaining the issues of the Mundt.Nixon bill to as mnny individuals and orgnni• 
zations ns you can roach, o.nd gotting thorn to express their opposition to Congress. 

Swnplo EditorigJ, 

The NationJ.1. Cor:unittoe has prepared and distributed n sample editorial 
against tho Mundt bili, It is slanted primarily tomird ruro.t papers, but. can be 
re~dily adapted for use in any other paper. If you ha..vo any oontacts ~ithany 
no..-rspapcr, or feel you can influence nny editor to uso such an editorial• nrite 
us at onco for a copy. 




